11/27/70 


Dear Cyril, 

Relet 24 s Forst case where you might be able to help, whether or not as witness, 
is in my suit for pictures of the c,oth±ng and access to it. I am pro se. The govt 
has noc sought a summary judgement or dismissal Q I responded by answering parts of 
their response and moving for a sumiaary judgement. No word since. 

hooking forv/ard to a full hearing (assuming I'll not get a summary judgement), 
one of the questions I cannot answer but should anticipate is the possibility of being 
able to go into the fact, to show motive for suppression, in short, for going further 
than arguing only tliat I am entitled to this under the law, that the USA-family con- 
tract is illegal, that owners! lip of the film is vested in the hospital, meaning federal 
government, things like tliat. 

If I can and do go into the evidnce, I'll need several kinds of experts; 

One to what is sensational and undignified mid to compare two illustrations, to 
show that what I seek is less so than what is readily available. 

idiot her to read the pic cures I have. I have several very good ones of the shirt, 
front and back 0 I think a qualified expert could testify that the holes in the front 
were not and could not have been made by a bullet, especially one of the character of 
399 • Thus, if you are not qualified to have such an expert opinion, perhaps you know 
one, maybe a criminologist, upon whom I right draw. Is there an honest one in DU-who 
I'd not be able to pay? 

Perhaps one on photography, to testify to whether or not wlat is available is 
good photography, evidentiary photography, susceptible of satisfactory enlarging so 

that meaning can be ext me ted, etc. 

This suit holds the possibulity of blowing the official fiction up, if the 
pictures I have hold the meaning I give. I'm sorry you've never been able to got here 
to sec tliis and what else I have tliat is relevant (and will noc U3e in chis suit, 
holding it for another). 

I think it is also possible that J)J has selected this one for a full hearing for 
a number of purposes, one that I'm without a lawyer, another to hide behind the 
Ke nedys and the contract, and one not as obvious, to try and frame the Secret Service 
with responsibility for suppression-in the most delicate area. 


Best regards 


